Dear Ian, * 2/9/75 

The Infection you suffer is not uncommon and I've seen no case from which 
there was complete removery. I've seen many. Currently among several friends who have 
been getting muxh attention and have grown even crazier with each bit of attention to 
them and their i nsan ities. The net and immediate results are a further destruction of 
credibility at a moment when credibility should have been enhanced with the wide showing 
oi a good copy of the Zapruder film. No, no copies oan now be made from it. 

A by-prtduct is to relieve the pressure on the CIA by mnki ng it appear much put 
upon. They'll now be taking tape and transcripts around the Congress ana complaining with 
seeming legitimacy that they have been blamed for everything including Original Sin. 

Xou are not with it not to understand this. I know even who makes their tapes and trans- 
cripts for them.... Can't type much. Bad-weather tine here, I type hunt and peck, and I've 
three split fingertips. 

It i 3 this kind of zany way that ruined Garrison. I learned them tha t the surest 
way to become unpopular was to inject truth and fact. The more you are proven right the 
more you are disliked. He has barely talked to me land not written) since I saved him from 
his greatest disaster. 

Connick tells you what is essentially true. There was no need to transcribe the 
testimony. However - and he need not know it - Garrison did have some transcribed. I do 
not, for a minute think Jim would have left them for Connick! The cost of replacement for 
me would be prohibitive. I'd have to pay the court reporter's price. The copy I have of 
what you want is a poor Themofax made from a xerox. I could not copy it for you en d I 
would ntt risk it save in a sale for which I would have no responsibility for the postal 
service and then only at the replacement cost, which would be the same as you'd have to 
pay for a good, clear copy from the reporting firm. Ner name is Dietrich. 

Interesting that Connick says what is cle a r, that Garrison never had a case against 
Shaw.* When I learned the real situation I refused to enter the courtroom while I w a s 
there and refused to be his expert, as scheduled and even reported.Ana left the first 
week without seeing any of the trial. Connick says what is false, that G a rrison put on no 
case of conspiracy. Ho did and 1 gave him the evidence and most of the witnesses. That 
part has no relationship to Shaw and Garrison did not allege that it did. 

On those who have accepted your invitations nut don't think they are nuts and don't 
recognize others as such. No argument for me. You are rabid to say that refusing to be 
associated with nuts some of whom may be worse than that is nutty. Your next graf says 
you have an obligation to deceive your readers because in your view a>me people have 
spent much time an having spent time their waste of it and their lying is immaterial. This 
is not "hypocritical" iz is insane. You deceive people; I will not, not under any condi- 
do not regret publication 01 Oswald in New Orli.- arm and I've no apologies to 
make for it or my "association" with Garrison, of which you know nothing. I regret the 
kind of editing the manuscript had and other mechanical tilings, like omission of an index 
and the needless long delay in appearance. % work in New Orleans was neither for nor with 
Garrison. 1 1 was ay own and entirely in areas he he glee ted, centering arounf Oswald. Ann 
who ho was and what he was doing. This is typical of you. You make these things up and they 
become instant -act. You will in time see what of this work I can use in a bood five 
chapters of which were written years ago ana for which I sued for that transcript. Bach 
effort I make zo keep people's feet on the earth comes from time that could be put to 
constructive use. If you want to pull what you are about to, I can only caution* you that 
you will d am ag e what you claim to be for, establishing truth. A t comes not from wild 
dreams or self-seeking nuts or self-anointed geniuses but from fact.... Your conjectures 
about popular reaction to serious work is also f ; ,rout. You should seem my mail. This is 
not to sap they could not be more popular but there is only so much one man can do and I've 
made my choice. What you propose is deception, not popularization; manufactured evidence 
and non— tact act. How by printing facsimiles I'm reclassifying and by manufacturing 
horse shit you are declassifying escapes me but you say it. So does the fact you could 
extract from so many worhtless books. You do not confront realities and actually are un- 
aw ..r*t- 01 ‘-hem. Ple a e try to get you self— concept under control or you'll regret what you 
are about for many years. Why else do you think I take time to write you? I could just 
ignore the whole tiling.. ooYou don't know enough to discriminate re ATB (l would HM» to 
3 ee what they send of themselves, tho....Your idea was tried years ago end failed... Yes, 
you can quote from WW IV what would be used in a review but no more. I'm trying to sell 
ancillary rights still and you can't do this in any sense that indicates I've made a 



* 



contribution to the book you project, have any association with it ar any of those who 
may be silly enough to contribute to it. Believe me, I will not, have nrtv association witl 
either these kinds or people your kind of approach or that ki nd of content. I would 
regard it as self-defamation. No photo for that would indicate affiliation. And be clear 
on this, I will not have a y oi any kin d, no matter how remote. Nor, please understand, 
can I justify to myself spending any more time trying to reason with you when you simply 
will not reason, four letter makes no effort. It says only that what you want to do is 
right simply because you want to do it and because you have this yearning nil else is 
immaterial, fou hatoe never displayed any mature understanding, possibly because you are 
the cpptive of so many terribly wrong printed words you are not in a position to evaluatf 
As even an ego-trip you project on$y a very childish one. and when you write the tiny few 
«p.o are in contact with reality you'll not get my candor but you'll also not get anything 
of worth. Probably you dan^t .ven know who they are today and don ' t ask me because I won' 
tell you ana waste this lind of time for them. . . .For your own sake abandon this before 
you put out a permanent elf-defamation. Very sincerely. 



